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 BR1EF. ^tyROfe 
~-V_ 18 9 6 . / 
236 STATE CAPITOL • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 • TELEPHONE: 801-538-1015 
Li,*''0' JOSEPH E. TESCH 
CHIEF DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF UTAH 
December 13, 1991 
F I L E D 
DEC 1 3 1991 
Geoffrey J. Butler wcni/ft.,r,«-. 
Clerk of the Court CLERK SUPREME COURT 
Utah Supreme Court UTAH 
332 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 ^lOf/y 
Re: State v. Channan Singh 
Court of Appeals Case No. 900497-CA 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
The respondent, State of Utah, hereby waives the right 
to file a Brief in Opposition to Petition for Writ of Certiorari 
in the above-referenced case pursuant to Rule 50(d), Utah Rules 
of Appellate Procedure. This waiver does not constitute a 
stipulation that the petition should be granted, but rather, it 
is respondent's position that the petition should be denied based 
upon the legal analysis contained in the Brief of Appellee and 
the opinion of the Utah Court of Appeals which are attached to 
this letter. In the event that the Court deems an additional 
response by the State necessary to its determination, a Brief in 
Opposition will be provided. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Respectfully, 
Kenneth A. Bronston 
Assistant Attorney General 
cc: Ronald S. Fujino and Charles F. Loyd, 
Salt Lake Legal Defender Assoc, 
Attorneys for Petitioner 
Enclosures 
